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West's Key Number Digest 


West's Key Number Digest, Courts#it-m100(1) to 100(3) 


A decision that overrules the judicial interpretation of a statute, generally, has only prospective effect equal to the effect ordinarily 
inherent in a legislative change of a statutory rule,! except where the overruling decision declares the statute unconstitutional, 


in which case the decision may be applied retroactively,” to the statute's effective date.° 


In deciding whether to give retroactive application to a holding that declares an act void or unconstitutional, the court must 


consider matters of public policy.* 


This rule does not apply where the legislature has amended the underlying statute and has effectively overruled the decision.” 


Reliance upon prior misconstruction of a statute by a lower court does not operate to prevent the retrospective application of 


the state's supreme court's authoritative interpretation of the statute.° 
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